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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The abstract of the disclosure is objected to due to its length. Appropriate 
correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b), 

2. The incorporation of essential material in the specification by reference to an 
unpublished U.S. application, foreign application or patent, or to a publication is 
improper. Applicant is required to amend the disclosure to include the material 
incorporated by reference, if the material is relied upon to overcome any objection, 
rejection, or other requirement imposed by the Office. The amendment must be 
accompanied by a statement executed by the applicant, or a practitioner representing 
the applicant, stating that the material being inserted is the material previously 
incorporated by reference and that the amendment contains no new matter. 37 CFR 
1 .57(f). The attempt to incorporate subject matter into this application by reference to 
"copending U.S. Patent Application" is ineffective because there is no application 
number to designate the reference to the copending application in review (Please see 
Specification, Page 1, Paragraph 1 of the instant application). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 
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4. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Dunn et 
al. (US Pat. No. 5,134,564), [hereinafter Dunn]. 

Referring to Claim 1 : Dunn shows a method of reconciling financial transactions 
(Dunn: Abstract), comprising: receiving a first statement of financial transactions 
generated according to a first set of rules (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41-50//Dunn teaches 
a computer aided reconciliation system and method which receives a first statement to 
be reconciled within the system//); providing a second statement using a second set of 
rules consistent with the first set of rules used to generate the first statement (Dunn: 
Column 3, Lines 41-50//Dunn teaches a computer aided reconciliation system and 
method which receives a secondary statement to be reconciled within the system//); and 
comparing the second statement to the first statement to identify discrepancy between 
the first statement and the second statement (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41-50, 50- 
53//Dunn teaches a computer aided reconciliation system and method which compares 
both the first and second statement in order to identify a discrepancy between the two 
statements//). 

Referring to Claim 2: Dunn discloses a method, wherein the step of comparing 
the second statement to the first statement includes comparing a first value from the 
first statement with a second value from the second statement to determine a difference 
between the first value and the second value (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 50-65; Column 6, 
Lines 55-60//The system of Dunn determines the difference between the two 
statements within//). 
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Referring to Claim 3: Dunn teaches a method, wherein the step of comparing the 
second statement to the first statement further includes identifying causation of the 
discrepancy between the first statement and the second statement (Dunn: Column 3, 
Line 65-Column 4, Line 12; Column 6, Lines 60-63//Dunn discusses a system and 
method which identifies the reason as to why [causation] the discrepancy within the 
system occurred//). 

Referring to Claim 4: Dunn discusses a method, wherein the step of identifying 
causation of the discrepancy between the first statement and the second statement 
includes evaluating a list of possible errors (Dunn: Column 4, Line 19-27; Column 6, 
Lines 63-65//The system of Dunn identifies possible errors which may have cause the 
system to create a discrepancy//). 

Referring to Claim 5: Dunn shows a method further including instituting 
correction action upon identifying discrepancy between the first statement and the 
second statement (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 51-58; Column 4, Line 43-Column 5, Line 
10//Dunn teaches a system which takes measures in order to counteract the 
discrepancy caused within//). 

Referring to Claim 6: Dunn discloses a method, wherein the first statement is 
received from a credit card association (Dunn: Column 1, Lines 55-64; Column 3, Lines 
25-52//The system of Dunn is capable of receiving transaction from various means, one 
of which is a credit card afTiliate/association//). 

Referring to Claim 7: Dunn teaches a method, wherein the second set of rules is 
compiled from the first set of rules such that the second statement simulates the first 
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statement and generates similar results given similar data input (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 
41-50//Dunn teaches a computer aided reconciliation system and method which 
receives a secondary statement to be reconciled within the systehi, where the 
secondary system is consistent with the original - first statement (the rules governing 
each statement are Inherent within the system)//). 

Referring to Claim 8: Dunn discusses a method, wherein the second statement is 
generated by a third party service provider (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41-51//Dunn 
discloses a 'third party' vendor which can generate a secondary statement//). 

Referring to Claim 9: Dunn shows a method, wherein the second statement is 
generated on a per transaction basis (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41-60//The system of 
Dunn teaches that, without an original 'first statement', there could not be a secondary 
statement which are compared to be reconciled - in effect, the generation occurs on a 
per transaction basis//). 

Referring to Claim 10: Dunn discloses a method of performing account 
reconciliation of financial transactions, comprising: receiving a first statement of financial 
transactions generated according to a first set of rules (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41- 
50//Dunn teaches a computer aided reconciliation system and method which receives a 
first statement to be reconciled within the system//); providing a second statement using 
a second set of rules (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41-50//Dunn teaches a computer aided 
reconciliation system and method which receives a secondary statement to be 
reconciled within the system//); comparing the second statement to the first statement to 
identify discrepancy between the first statement and the second statement (Dunn: 
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Column 3, Lines 41-50, 50-53//Dunn teaches a computer aided reconciliation system 
and method which compares both the first and second statement in order to identify a 
discrepancy between the two//); and determining causation of the discrepancy between 
the first statement and the second statement (Dunn: Column 3, Line 65-Column 4, Line 
12; Column 6, Lines 60-63//Dunn discusses a system and method which identifies the 
reason as to 'causation' the discrepancy within the system occurred//). 

Referring to Claim 1 1 : Dunn teaches a method, wherein the step of comparing 
the second statement to the first statement includes comparing a first value from the 
first statement with a second value from the second statement to determine a difference 
between the first value and the second value (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 50-65; Column 6, 
Lines 55-60//The system of Dunn determines the difference between the two 
statements within//). 

Referring to Claim 12: Dunn discusses a method, wherein the step of 
determining causation of the discrepancy between the first statement and the second 
statement includes evaluating a list of possible errors (Dunn: Column 4, Line 19-27; 
Column 6, Lines 63-65//The system of Dunn identifies possible errors which may have 
cause the system to create a discrepancy//). 

Referring to Claim 13: Dunn shows a method further including instituting 
correction action upon identifying discrepancy between the first statement and the 
second statement (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 51-58; Column 4, Line 43-Column 5, Line 
10//Dunn teaches a system which takes measures in order to counteract the 
discrepancy caused within//). 
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Referring to Claim 14: Dunn discloses a method, wherein the second set of rules 
is consistent with and compiled from the first set of rules such that the second statement 
simulates the first statement and generates similar results given similar data input 
(Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41-50//Dunn teaches a computer aided reconciliation system 
and method which receives a secondary statement to be reconciled within the system, 
where the secondary system is consistent with the original - first statement (the rules 
governing each statement are inherent within the system)//). 

Referring to Claim 15: Dunn teaches a method, wherein the second statement is 
generated on a per transaction basis (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41-60//The system of 
Dunn teaches that, without an original 'first statement', there could not be a secondary 
statement which are compared to be reconciled - in effect, the generation occurs on a 
per transaction basis//). 

Referring to Claim 16: Dunn discusses a credit card processing system 
comprising a data processing center having a communication link to a credit card 
association (Dunn: Abstract; Column 1, Lines 55-64; Column 3, Lines 25-52; Column 5, 
Line 55-Column 6, Line 4//The system of Dunn is capable of receiving transaction from 
various means, one of which is a credit card affiliate/association//) to receive a first 
statement of credit card transactions generated using a first set of rules, wherein the 
data processing center generates a second statement using a second set of rules 
consistent with the first set of rules used to generate the first statement and compares 
the second statement to the first statement to identify discrepancy between the first 
statement and the second statement (Dunn: Column 3. Lines 41-50, 50-53//Dunn 



Application/Control Number: 10/629,784 Page 8 

Art Unit: 4132 

teaches a computer aided reconciliation system and method which compares both the 
first and second statement in order to identify a discrepancy between the two 
statements//). 

Referring to Claim 17: Dunn shows a credit card processing system, wherein the 
data processing center identifies causation of the discrepancy between the first 
statement and the second statement (Dunn: Column 3, Line 65-Column 4, Line 12; 
Column 6, Lines 60-63//Dunn discusses a system and method which identifies the 
reason as to why [causation] the discrepancy within the system occurred//). 

Referring to Claim 18: Dunn discloses a credit card processing system, wherein 
the data processing center identifies the causation of the discrepancy between the first 
statement and the second statement by evaluating a list of possible errors (Dunn: 
Column 4, Line 19-27; Column 6. Lines 63-65//The system of Dunn identifies possible 
errors which may have cause the system to create a discrepancy//). 

Referring to Claim 19: Dunn teaches a credit card processing system, wherein 
the data processing center recommends correction action upon identifying discrepancy 
between the first statement and the second statement (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 51-58; 
Column 4, Line 43-Column 5, Line 10//Dunn teaches a system which takes measures in 
order to counteract the discrepancy caused within//). 

Referring to Claim 20: Dunn discusses a credit card processing system, wherein 
the second set of mles is compiled from the first set of rules such that the second 
statement simulates the first statement and generates similar results given similar data 
input (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41-50//Dunn teaches a computer aided reconciliation 
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system and method which receives a secondary statement to be reconciled within the 
system, where the secondary system is consistent with the original - first statement (the 
rules governing each statement are inherent within the system)//). 

Referring to Claim 21: Dunn shows a computer based system for reconciling 
financial transactions, comprising: means for (Dunn: Figure 3; Column 7, Lines 5- 
23//Here, Dunn teaches a means for the system described supra at Claims 1, 3, and 5//) 
receiving a first statement of financial transactions generated according to a first set of 
rules (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41-50//Dunn teaches a computer aided reconciliation 
system and method which receives a first statement to be reconciled within the 
system//); means for providing a second statement using a second set of rules 
consistent with the first set of rules used to generate the first statement (Dunn: Column 
3, Lines 41-50//Dunn teaches a computer aided reconciliation system and method 
which receives a secondary statement to be reconciled within the system//); and means 
for comparing the second statement to the first statement to identify discrepancy 
between the first statement and the second statement (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41-50, 
50-53//Dunn teaches a computer aided reconciliation system and method which 
compares both the first and second statement in order to identify a discrepancy 
between the two statements//). 

Referring to Claim 22: Dunn discloses a computer based system further including 
means for (Dunn: Figure 3; Column 7, Lines 5-23//Here, Dunn teaches a means for the 
system described supra at Claims 1, 3, and 5//) identifying causation of the discrepancy 
between the first statement and the second statement (Dunn: Column 3, Line 65- 
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Column 4, Line 12; Column 6, Lines 60-63//Dunn discusses a system and method 
which identifies the reason as to why [causation] the discrepancy within the system 
occurred//). 

Referring to Claim 23: Dunn teaches a computer based system further including 
means for (Dunn: Figure 3; Column 7, Lines 5-23//Here, Dunn teaches a means for the 
system described supra at Claims 1, 3, and 5//) instituting correction action upon 
identifying discrepancy between the first statement and the second statement (Dunn: 
Column 3, Lines 51-58; Column 4, Line 43-Column 5, Line 10//Dunn teaches a system 
which takes measures in order to counteract the discrepancy caused within//). 

Referring to Claim 24: Dunn discusses a computer based system (Dunn: Figure 
3; Column 7, Lines 5-23//Here, Dunn teaches a computerized system and method for 
reconciliation//), wherein the second set of rules is compiled from the first set of rules 
such that the second statement simulates the first statement and generates similar 
results given similar data input (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41-50//Dunn teaches a 
computer aided reconciliation system and method which receives a secondary 
statement to be reconciled within the system, where the secondary system is consistent 
with the original - first statement (the rules governing each statement are inherent 
within the system)//). 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Chancey et al. (US Pat. No. 5,842,185) teach a method and system for 
electronically tracking financial transactions. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Benjamin S. 
Fields at telephone number 571 .272.9734. The examiner can normally be reached 
Monday through Thursday, 9am to 7pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone 
are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Khoi Tran can be reached at (571) 272- 
6919. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Benjamin S. Fields 



13 October 2007 
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